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Neutrality? 


What policy should the United States follow in view 
of the present world situation? This is a question which 
Congress must answer in one way or another before ad- 
journment—since failure to do anything would in itself 
determine the course of action, to a considerable extent at 
least, for some time to come. But church bodies, peace 
organizations, and members of Congress, alike, find no 
clear-cut answer on which they can agree. 


The Neutrality Act as amended by a Joint Resolution 
in 1937, provided for an embargo on exports of “arms, 
ammunition or implements of war” and on loans and 
credits to all belligerents. This was to be applied “when- 
ever the President shall find that there exists a state of 
war between, or among, two or more foreign states,” or in 
case of “civil strife.’ The articles forbidden are to be 
enumerated by the President but shall not include raw 
materials. The solicitation of contributions for such bel- 
ligerent states or factions is also forbidden, but funds may 
be collected for medical aid or to relieve human suffering, 
in accordance with regulations prescribed by the President. 
The President was given discretionary authority to pre- 
vent the transportation of war supplies or men from 
American ports to war vessels of belligerent nations near 
our shores, to keep belligerent submarines or armed mer- 
chant vessels from entering American territorial waters or 
ports, and to permit “ordinary commercial credits.” The 
Resolution also provided that a National Munitions Con- 
trol Board should register munitions plants and grant 
licenses for the export of munitions. Travel by American 
citizens on the ships of belligerent countries is forbidden 
except under rules to be prescribed by the President. The 
arming of American merchant vessels is prohibited. 

An additional section added the “cash and carry plan,” 
limited to two years. This authorized the President to 
prohibit American vessels from carrying “certain articles 
or materials” other than munitions to any belligerent 
country or to any state where there is civil war and to 
prohibit the exportation of “any articles or materials what- 
ever until all right, title and interest therein shall have 
been transferred to some foreign government, agency .. . 
or national.” Such articles are to be enumerated by the 
President. The law does not apply to the Latin American 
republics, however. The “cash and carry” provision ex- 
pired on May 1 so that there is now no limitation on the 
transportation of raw materials to belligerent countries in 
American vessels. 


Congress held extended hearings this spring but, as yet, 
no action has been taken. Debate centers on five main alter- 


natives at the present time: to leave the Act as it stands ; to 
re-enact the “cash and carry” section; to repeal the Act 
altogether ; to provide for an embargo on munitions, raw 
materials, or credits to an aggressor nation (Senator 
Thomas’s proposal) ; to extend the “cash and carry” prin- 
ciple to include munitions as well as raw materials (Sena- 
tor Pittman’s proposal). Other proposals, less likely to 
secure serious attention, are (1) to forbid the export of 
armaments at all times and (2) to give Congress, as well 
as the President, power to declare that a state of war exists. 
Each of these finds staunch supporters in Congress and 
— church bodies and, indeed, among the public at 
rge. 

It is evident that there has been a decided shift in public 
opinion during the last few months, but it is still divided. 
The most recent indication comes from the May Fortune 
Survey. To the question whether airplanes and munitions 
should be sold to “all foreign countries, or just to demo- 
cratic countries, or to no foreign countries at all” 19.1 per 
cent said, “all”; 28.2 per cent, “democratic only”; 39.6 
per cent, “none”; and 12.5 per cent, “don’t know” or 
“depends.” There was, however, a high degree of con- 
sensus among those who would sell only to the democra- 
cies that it should be on a cash basis only (82.0 per cent 
as against 14.4 per cent for “sell anyway”). 


In the Gallup poll taken shortly after the German dec- 
laration of a protectorate over Czecho-Slovakia in March 
57 per cent approved the selling of war materials to Eng- 
land and France in case of war and 43 per cent opposed it. 
But 82 per cent approved selling them food supplies.* 
How great a shift has occurred is indicated by the fact that 
over the questions of Ethiopia, China, and Spain decided 
majorities considered that these situations were not mat- 
ters for American concern. When the Senate hearings 
were begun it was reported that the Foreign Relations 
Committee was divided into six groups of almost equal 
strength. 


Tue ALTERNATIVES 


What then are the issues involved in the different pro- 
posals, and who are the proponents and opponents? 

1. Neutrality. If one may judge from both the Gallup 
and Fortune polls the maintenance of the existing legisla- 
tion requiring an automatic embargo on exports of muni- 
tions, at least, still commands the support of a large sec- 
tion of American opinion, though not a decisive majority. 
So far as the peace organizations are concerned, it seems 
that the majority do not now actively support the existing 


1 Gallup, George. “What We, the People, Think about Europe.” 
New York Times, Magazine Section, April 30, 1939. 
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neutrality legislation, Walter W. Van Kirk, director of the 
National Peace Conference, testified at the Senate hear- 
ings on neutrality on April 14 that four of the 40 organiza- 
tions represented in the Conference are “officially on rec- 
ord as strongly supporting, and if possible strengthening 
the present law. These organizations are the National 
Council for Prevention of War, the Women’s Interna- 
tional League for Peace and Freedom, the Fellowship of 
Reconciliation, and World Peaceways.” The reasons why 
these organizations have taken this position are that war 
is checked by “starving” it; that mandatory legislation is 
a check on the President’s wide power in the development 
of foreign policy; that the only way to keep the country 
out of foreign war is to refuse armaments to all bel- 
ligerents, that the United States should not set itself up as 
an umpire in the quarrels of other countries ; that the policy 
of aiding the country attacked would mean that the United 
States would soon become an arsenal for those we were 
supporting and domestic policies would be influenced by 
military strategy abroad rather than by our own needs, as 
in the World War; that, as John Foster Dulles says, in 
“the absence of any central authority to pass judgment, 
one cannot consider treaties, as such, to be sacred, nor can 
we identify treaty observance, in the abstract, with ‘law 
and order.’”” This concept, he comments, “has always been 
cultivated by those nations which from time to time were 
... the beneficiaries of an existing treaty system.”? Sanc- 
tions imposed by an organized world community would, 
this group says, be effective measures “short of war,” 
whereas sanctions employed by nations individually are 
instruments of national policy which are essentially acts 
of war. Moreover, they argue, embargoes, unless almost 
universally applied, are not effective because of the in- 
direct trade through adjustment with other third party 
nations. 


Many supporters of neutrality—notably the four peace 
organizations listed above—are not isolationists with 
regard to international cooperation. On the contrary, 
they are staunch advocates of economic and political co- 
operation in efforts to establish order through interna- 
tional organization. The Christian Century ranged itself 
with the advocates of neutrality in an editorial urging 
“re-enactment of the entire body of neutrality legislation 
as it stood before May 1.”* It would prefer to see the 
law strengthened by putting a permanent embargo on all 
sales of munitions to foreign powers at all times, and by 
making mandatory the provisions covering the export both 
of munitions and of raw materials on a “cash and carry” 
basis. Bills have been introduced to cover these points 
but there seems to be but little possibility of their adoption. 

Those who oppose the present Act insist that it forces 
us to adopt a rigid policy regardless of what our national 
interests may be in a given situation, that it assures a 
potential aggressor that the United States will make no 
difference between nations that respect their peace com- 
mitments and those that break them, and that such a law 
“encourages aggression, strengthens the dictators and the 
United States is thereby made an accessory in the crime of 
treaty breaking and war making.”’* 

To leave the Act as it stands without the “cash and 
carry” section seriously weakens its effectiveness in pre- 


ware 7 and Change. New York, Harper and Brothers, 


»_P. 
is “Scrambled Neutrality.” Christian Century, May 17, 1939, p. 


4Statement before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
by Walter W. Van Kirk, April 14, 1939. 


venting war. While the embargo on munitions would 
still be mandatory American ships could carry essential 
raw materials to belligerent countries. Under modern 
conditions of warfare scrap iron or cotton may be as im- 
portant in carrying on a war as actual armaments. If 
these may be transported on American vessels then the 
problems involved in submarine warfare or the blockade 
of an enemy’s ports may become as important as they were 
during the World War. 

2. Repeal of the present Act. Some persons argue that 
the Neutrality Act should be repealed and no other action 
should be taken. This is supported by those who feel that 
the Neutrality Act has failed to accomplish its purpose and 
that it will not insure peace for the United States. They 
think that the efforts to evade the Neutrality Act indicate 
such fundamental weaknesses that simple repeal would be 
more satisfactory. The supporters of the present Act 
argue that it would have justified itself if invoked in the 
Sino-Japanese war. 

3. An embargo against an aggressor nation. This pro- 
posal (Thomas S. J. Res. 67) was in part based on the 
recommendations of a Committee of Experts appointed by 
the Committee for Concerted Peace Action—now the 
American Union for Concerted Peace Action. It would 
amend the Neutrality Act in two ways: it would permit 
the President to extend the arms embargo to include “the 
placing of restrictions” on other “articles or materials of 
use in war,” and would authorize the President to lift an 
embargo, in favor of a victim of aggression, with the ap- 
proval of “a majority of each house of Congress,” if he 
finds that “one or more states signatory to a treaty to 
which the United States is a party is engaged in war with 
another state in violation of such treaty.” 

Dr. Van Kirk said at the hearings that the following 
organizations within the National Peace Conference had 
authorized him to “convey . . . their whole-hearted support 
of the Thomas amendment”: The National Student Fed- 
eration, the United Synagogue of America, the American 
Association of University Women, the American Youth 
Congress, the National Council of Jewish Women, the 
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, the Church 
Peace Union, the League of Nations Association, the Gen- 
eral Federation of Women’s Clubs, the World Alliance 
for International Friendship through the Churches, the 
American Unitarian Association, the National Board of 
the Young Women’s Christian Associations. 

In principle, the General Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church in the U. S. A. accepted the proposal at its meet- 
ing in May, 1939, when it urged legislation forbidding 
shipment of arms or munitions “to any nation that crosses 
the territorial boundaries of another nation.”* This seems 
to be the only national church body to come even this close 
to adopting any specific proposal in regard to the present 
neutrality legislation. 

Former Secretary of State Stimson urged economic 
action against aggressors in his statement before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Foreign Relations on April 5. While 
he did not mention the Thomas bill by name he did declare 
his conviction that the American people are “not so unin- 
telligent that under the conditions of today they cannot dis- 
tinguish an aggressor nation from its victim.’ Nor are 
they so “constitutionally timid” or “so smitten with an 
inferiority complex as to make them wish their government 
to avoid decisions . . . really necessary to their own future 
interest.”’® 


5 New York Herald Tribune, May 31, 1939. 
6 New York Times, April 6, 1939. 
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Bernard M. Baruch, former Chairman of the War In- 
dustries Board, expressed his conviction on the following 
day that this would inevitably lead to armed conflict, and 
expressed his approval, with modifications, of the extension 
of the “cash and carry” plan to exports of munitions. 

On April 27 Senator Pittman introduced a resolution to 
give the President authority for one year to embargo for- 
eign trade with Japan or with any other violator of the 
Nine-Power Treaty guaranteeing the territorial and ad- 
ministrative integrity of China. (This is to be distin- 
guished from the Pittman plan outlined in the following 
section.) It does not refer to any aggressor, as does the 
Thomas proposal. 

The fundamental argument for the Thomas proposal is 
that the United States should exercise moral judgment in 
case of certain types of war and that furnishing basic raw 
materials to anyone who can pay for them and transport 
them in other than American vessels is likely to give aid 
to an aggressor and deny it to the victim. By giving Con- 
gress and the President joint responsibility in the de- 
termination of an aggressor, the people are given a voice 
in the decision through their chosen representatives. The 
opponents of this proposal insist that any act of economic 
discrimination against an aggressor is essentially an act of 
war. Its proponents argue to the contrary that it would 
discourage “international gangsterism” by serving notice 
on aggressor states that they could not buy armaments or 
basic raw materials from the United States although their 
victims would be allowed to do so. 

4. Extension of the “cash and carry” scheme. While it 
has been generally understood that the Administration’s 
preference was for complete repeal of the Neutrality Act, 
it is supporting the “cash and carry” plan, essentially a 
compromise measure. It would provide that within 30 
days after the outbreak of war, whether declared or unde- 
clared, the President should issue a proclamation naming 
the states involved. Thereafter American vessels would 
be forbidden to carry passengers or “any articles or 
materials directly or indirectly” to the states listed in the 
proclamation. No goods of any sort could be shipped to 
these countries until “all right, title and interest” had 
been transferred to “some foreign government, agency, 
... Or national.” The provision in the existing Act re- 
garding civil strife is omitted from the new bill. The pro- 
visions of the Neutrality Act on the following points are 
re-enacted in the bill, at least substantially: travel on ves- 
sels of belligerent states; the arming of merchant vessels, 
financial transactions; the exemption of American repub- 
lics ; the use of American ports as bases of supply ; the ex- 
clusion of submarines and armed merchantmen from our 
ports or territorial waters; the national Munitions Con- 
trol Board (with minor amendments). The President 
would be given power to forbid citizens of the United 
States or American ships to travel through “any areas 
defined from time to time” as “areas of combat operation.” 
The transportation of Red Cross personnel and supplies 
and “food and clothing for the relief of human suffering” 
would be permitted under certain conditions. The dis- 
tinctive feature of the Pittman plan is the extension of the 
“cash and carry” scheme to cover arms and munitions, as 
well as raw materials. 

According to Senator Pittman the arguments for this 
proposal are the injustice of refusing to export munitions, 
etc., to a country which has few factories, such as China, 
while allowing a country like Japan with ample manufac- 
turing facilities to buy the needed raw materials ; the need 
to expand existing American facilities for private manufac- 
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ture of arms to meet a possible emergency in the American 
demand which cannot be met by the expansion of govern- 
ment factories; the “unjust, if not unneutral, administra- 
tion of the existing Act” if there is no embargo on the 
materials used in armament manufacturing ; the impossi- 
bility of an embargo on “all articles and materials used 
in the manufacture of arms, ammunition and implements 
of war” in view of “increasing surpluses of some of our 
exports and export products, and the financial and eco- 
nomic conditions in the United States.”’* 

This proposal received additional support from Secre- 
tary Hull’s address in Chicago on May 28. He declared 
that “‘a policy of national isolation carried to its ultimate 
conclusion” would mean that “the net result would be a 
decline of our national efficiency and, consequently, an 
inexorable lowering in the level of satisfaction of our 
people’s wants,” as a result of doing away with imports. 
This would mean, further, the loss of foreign markets 
which would result in “a long, painful and costly process of 
readjustment” of “the entire national economy.” Such a 
readjustment would require “far-reaching intervention on 
the part of government, with dangerous social effects.” 
Such a policy would not insure peace as long as there are 
“nations willing to challenge and fight other nations to gain 
by force what they covet.” The ill-will of other nations 
resulting from resentment at our refusal to trade with them 
would increase the danger of such a challenge. Greater 
efforts for armed defense would be required for a policy 
of isolation. Rather, our problems can best be solved if 
we contribute to the “establishment of world order under 
law” by “our own firm adherence to these principles; by 
using our moral influence to induce other nations to give 
them their adherence ; by cooperating in all peaceful efforts 
to give practical reality to the application of these princi- 
ples ; by maintaining our strength and our courage to the 
end that no nation will be tempted to challenge anywhere 
our vital national interests.” The promotion of sound and 
healthy international economic relations is also essential. 
On May 27 Secretary Hull sent identic letters to Senator 
Pittman, chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, and to Representative Bloom, acting chairman of 
the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, recommending, 
with modifications, the proposals of the Pittman plan. 


The Food Stamp Plan 


In Rochester, New York, the Department of Agricul- 
ture has begun an experiment aimed at the wide consump- 
tion of surplus farm products by increasing the purchasing 
power of low income families. Distribution of surpluses 
will take place through wholesale and retail grocery stores 
in Rochester for a period of from two to four months. The 
plan is managed by the Federal Surplus Commodities Cor- 
poration, which has for several years been purchasing sur- 
plus food products and donating them to state welfare 
agencies for distribution to families on relief. 

In announcing the new food stamp program Secretary 
Wallace said: “At the same time that many American 
farmers suffer from producing too much, millions of 
American families suffer from not having enough to eat.” 
The Secretary went on to say that the demand for many 
of the health giving foods such as fruits, vegetables, butter, 
eggs and milk is influenced greatly by the size of the in- 
come of city families. “As long as people in this country 
lack food, the sensible thing to do with farm surpluses is 
to make them available to under-nourished people, as far 


™New York Times, March 19, 1939. 
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as possible. This will not solve the whole farm problem, 
of course, any more than it will solve the whole relief prob- 
lem. But it can go a long way toward helping both 
farmers and consumers. Farmers need a broader market 
for their products, and low-income consumers need a more 
adequate diet.” 


Rochester, with a population of about 330,000 persons, 
has had almost 5,500 heads of families employed on proj- 
ects of the Works Progress Administration. In addition 
it has had more than 2,000 families receiving some form 
of public assistance. The actual operation of the project 
may be summarized as follows: Workers on W.P.A. may 
voluntarily request stamps entitling them to purchase a 
maximum amount of food weekly for each member of the 
family. A somewhat different plan applies to persons re- 
ceiving home relief, old age assistance, aid to dependent 
children and aid to the blind. The stamps are redeemed 
by the Federal Surplus Commodities Corporation for 
grocers who have received them from consumers. The 
special stamps issued may be used only for the purchase 
of butter, grapefruit, oranges, dried fruits, beans and eggs. 

A mimeographed announcement giving further details 
is available from the Federal Surplus Commodities Cor- 
poration, Washington, D.C. 

The present plan is evidence of a continued search on 
the part of the Department of Agriculture for new tech- 
niques for dealing with the paradox of want in the midst 
of plenty. The present plan contemplates, of course, that 
the surplus foods are purchased by federal funds and are 
in reality donated to low income families in the states. 
The operations in Rochester should become the basis of 
considerable discussion of the merits of a continuation of 
this method of dealing with the paradox. 


In the Current Magazines 


Christendom (New York). Spring, 1939. 


Bennett, John Coleman, professor of Christian theology and 
philosophy of religion, Pacific School of Religion. “Christians 
and the International Crisis.”—‘ . . . In the existing international 
situation, there is no political trend in which they [Christian 
people] can have confidence.” There are certain convictions 
by which Christians may be guided: “in all of these problems we 
are dealing with human beings”; self-righteousness must be 
avoided by the democratic nations “at all cost,” although some 
nations are “more dangerous and anti-social than others’; “all 
use of military force involves ... the ne plus ultra of depersonali- 
zation”; Fascism can not be destroyed by war or its victims saved; 
“the world’ can look to the church for “the maintenance of 
standards, for a company of people who in varying degrees have 
a love for humanity which the hatreds of nationalism cannot 
destroy. The whole church will not be such a company but it 
will contain such a company.” These convictions should “drive 
us now to do all that is in our power to raise the level of possi- 
bilities.” The “greatest need” today is for “Christians who do the 
best that they see to do and yet keep that best under criticism 
in the light of Christian insights which have not been crowded 
out by the passions of the moment.” 


Harpers Magazine (New York). May, 1939. 


Drucker, Peter F. “The End of Economic Man in Europe.” 
The former editor of the Frankfurter General Anzeiger states the 
general thesis of his then forthcoming book, The End of Economic 
Man (published in May, by John Day. $2.50). 

“Every social order of the European past has derived its va- 
lidity from the promise to realize freedom and equality.” Cap- 
italism promised that “the individual man could find a place for 
himself in the world.” Socialism promised freedom and equality 
in a classless society. The disintegration of belief in capitalism 
and the failure of the brotherhood of man evident in the World 
War were confirmed, the former by the 1929 depression in the 
United States which was “the Land of Promise” and the “ideologi- 
cal mainstay of European capitalism,” and the latter by the evolu- 


tion of the Russian experiment. “With the disintegration of the 
belief that the freedom and equality of the classless society of 
socialism can be realized, the class war on which Marx had put 
his hopes becomes senseless and suicidal.” European labor move- 
ments “had to shift from revolutionary opposition to capitalist 
‘trade unionism’—an opposition from within capitalism which 
bases itself on the acceptance of all capitalist tenets.” Thus, “the 
whole attempt to realize freedom and equality in and through 
the economic sphere ceases to be valid or understandable.” 

The masses realized “that existence in this society is governed 
not by rational and sensible, but by blind, irrational, and demonic 
forces.” The forces of war and of depression alike “reduce man’s 
rational and mechanical concept of his own existence to absurdity 
because they are the ultimate consequence of his rational and 
mechanical society.” 

“The essence of Nazism is the attempt to establish a non- 
economic society—a society beyond capitalism and socialism in 
which the social rank, function, and satisfactions of the individual 
are not determined by, and based upon, the economic, but upon 
some non-economic principle.” It is centered about armaments 
because the army “is the only organism within modern society 
in which the ranks and the authority of command are independent 
of economic position.” All its organizations are aimed at pro- 
viding “compensations for economic inequalities.” Its large suc- 
cess in this explains its hold on the German people. 

Armaments are its “only means of realizing the non-economic 
society” but they cannot be justified by a society which “does 
not believe in war.” Nazism cannot, therefore, “create genuine 
social satisfactions and a genuine social order,” and yet “it can- 
not fall unless there is a real alternative.” 


Womans Press (New York). May, 1939. 


Dimock, Hedley S., dean of George Williams College, Chicago. 
“Adolescence sans Religion?”—“If moral or religious ideals are 
to function in the lives of youth, they must be the outgrowth of 
their own experience.” For that to be possible they must have 
“long, varied and satisfying experience in acting as cooperators, in 
being unselfish or honest, or in making real decisions. . . . Agencies 
that seek to influence the conduct and character of youth will 
probably need to work through relatively small, cohesive friend- 
ship groups.” “Those forces in the life of the individual” must 
be utilized that “most strongly influence his attitudes, values, 
ideals and habits.” Furthermore, ways must be found to bring 
under control “those influences in the community that run directly 
counter to the values of the good life, because . . . the growth in 
the moral and religious thinking of the adolescent that does take 
place . . . is conditioned by personal and social factors such 
as home background, mental ability and church affiliation.” 


American Scholar (New York). Spring, 1939, 


Porter, Paul, editor of Kenosha Labor. “Factions and Unity 
in the C. I. O.”—Lewis,- Hillman, and Murray and the men 
“almost sure to vote with them” control “a clear majority” of 
the votes in the C.I.O. In 14 unions, however, Communists oc- 
cupy “a commanding position,” or are “a factor of considerable im- 
portance.” Usually, they are “not identified by an open profes- 
sion of their political faith.” They are “used but not approved” 
by the C.I.O. leaders. For the most part Communist influence 
is in the unions which came to the C.I.O. from the A. F. of L. 
where they had been “treated as second-class citizens by the A. 
F. of L. hierarchy.” Communists have “served to recruit new 
members” and contributed to the centralization of power.” But 
this increased centralization “raises new difficulties for demo- 
cratic procedure. Organizations directed too largely from the top 
may not produce gifted new leaders.” While a strong leader- 
ship may be combined with democratic control, “it cannot be 
developed or maintained without conscious effort. This consists 
of much more than indoctrination of the rank and file.” 


Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social 
Science (Philadelphia). May, 1939. 


“Refugees.”—-A symposium on the refugee problem. The main 
topics treated are “Underlying Factors of the Refugee Problem,” 
“The Present Problem,” “The Human Side of the Problem,” 
and “Possible Ways Out.” Among the articles are ‘European 
Power Politics and the Refugee Problem,” by Vera Micheles 
Dean, research director of the Foreign Policy Association; “Extent 
and Nature of the World Refugee Problem,” by Walter Adams, 
secretary of the London School of Economics and Political Science ; 
“The Refugee Speaks,” by Eduard Heimann, Graduate Faculty 
of the New School for Social Research; “Private and Govern- 
mental Aid of Refugees,’ by Erika Mann and Eric Estorick. An 
extended bibliography is appended. 


Printed in U.S.A. 
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Current Manifestations of Organized Anti-Semitism 


Is America experiencing a wave of anti-Semitism, re- 
flecting prevalent attitudes in Nazi Germany? Is there a 
newly organized anti-Semitic movement resulting from the 
work of promoters seeking to make a living? Is the 
American public favorably inclined toward the propaganda 
techniques of German fascism? Or are the people gen- 
erally setting themselves against it? Discussion of ques- 
tions like these appears to be occurring fairly frequently in 
religious, educational and other circles. The monograph 
that follows reviews the available evidence in regard to 
current manifestations of organized anti-Semitism. 


Anti-Semitism Not New 

Social scientists recognize that anti-Semitism has been 
expressed in various ways over long periods. There is 
the social anti-Semitism that excludes Jews from summer 
hotels, clubs, etc. This seems to go on without any relation 
to the business cycle or the work of promoters of antagon- 
ism. Antipathies toward other minorities — Negroes for 
example—are expressed in somewhat the same way. There 
is the anti-Semitism in the universities and colleges of the 
country, also of long standing. A distinguished commit- 
tee of Harvard professors, of which Ralph Barton Perry 
was chairman, in submitting a report on “Some Problems 
of Personnel in the Faculty of Arts and Sciences” on 
March 25, 1939, made important findings on “sectional, 
racial and religious discrimination” in that university. 
The committee stated that it was difficult to assess the 
extent of anti-Semitic bias in the making of faculty ap- 
pointments, but that “those who raised the issue seemed in 
agreement, to use the words of one of them, that ‘racial 
prejudice is so thoroughly ingrained and taken for granted 
that no one takes much notice of it except in particularly 
flagrant cases.’” The professors went on to state: “In 
any case it is the committee’s view that the university 
should regard as a part of its educational function the 
liberation of its students from racial or religious prejudice. 

. Conscious or unconscious anti-Semitism would be a 
betrayal of the best traditions of the university.” Educa- 
tors also sometimes refer to unwritten rules in regard to 
quotas of Jewish students in well-known colleges and uni- 
versities of the nation. The same persons insist that 


numerous Jews give approval to racial quotas for uni- 
versities. 


Economic AND PoLitiIcAL IMPLICATIONS 


There is evidence that anti-Semitism increases in times 
of economic stress and depression. In times of crisis, in- 
secure people look for scapegoats and simple explanations 
of their difficulties. For example, in the readjustments 
immediately after the World War, a noted industrialist 
encouraged anti-Semitic propaganda. In the early 1920's 
the Ku Klux Klan was reborn and flourished for a brief 
period on a program aimed at Jews, Catholics and Ne- 
groes. But during the more prosperous years of 1926-30 
these movements seemed to have relatively little signifi- 
cance. During the economic depression much more has 
been heard about anti-Semitism than during the fortunate 
years. 

There is an important political aspect to current or- 
ganized anti-Semitism. Many promoters of it were very 
active in the 1936 presidential campaign. The burden of 
their propaganda was that “The New Deal is a Jew Deal,” 
and the personnel of the Roosevelt Administration was 
the object of attack. The overwhelming victory of Presi- 
dent Roosevelt in the 1936 campaign almost silenced these 
professional promoters for a brief period. Now, with the 
1940 campaign already under way, those who wish to 
make political capital out of anti-Semitism are again open- 
ing up for business and claiming renewed public attention. 
The history of American politics affords, of course, many 
examples of appeal, by leaders of both major parties, to 
racial and religious prejudice during political campaigns. 
For this reason fair-minded people may well pay particular 
attention to possible political consequences of organized 
anti-Semitism. 


Imi1TATION OF Naz1t METHODS 


Of most concern to socially minded clergymen, educa- 
tors and social workers at the present juncture is the arti- 
ficially inspired anti-Semitism that is copying the tech- 
niques of German fascism. This matter will be stressed 
in the present discussion. Certain of the techniques of 
Adolf Hitler and his associates, including in some in- 
stances an actual repetition of the words of at least one 
of his associates, are being tried out by promoters of anti- 
Semitism. 

Why is this being done? There seem to be several ex- 
planations: (1) There are a relatively few misguided but 
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sincere people who actually believe the racial tenets of the 
Hitler brand of fascism and who are organizing efforts to 
check alleged undue Jewish influence in American life. 
(2) A number of well-known professional promoters of 
racial and religious hatred have climbed on the fascist 
bandwagon. These people are in the business of spread- 
ing fear and hatred. It may be noted incidentally that 
certain of these promoters made their living several years 
ago by circulating false and damaging statements in 
regard to well-known Christian organizations. That 
propaganda supported a few of them for a little while. 
Now, apparently seeking larger rewards, they are special- 
izing on organized anti-Semitism. (3) There are people 
with a longing for power who are using the anti-Jewish 
appeal as a means of attaining recognition and leadership 
in their communities. Jews may become “pawns in power 
politics” in American communities, just as in Germany. 
Specifically, it is possible for a man who is not an anti- 
Semite to use anti-Semitism in order to gain ulterior ends. 
A mere recital of these explanations will reveal that certain 
individuals will readily fall into more than one of these 
groups. 


ABOUT THE ORGANIZATIONS 


How many organizations there are now in the United 
States having as their main purpose, or one of their main 
objectives, the fomenting of anti-Semitic feeling, nobody 
knows. Estimates vary from 50 to 800. Perhaps 150 may 
be taken as a conservative figure. But these organizations 
are notorious for their “fly-by-night” character. They are 
expert at changing names. Most are very small. The anti- 
Jewish, pro-fascist efforts are marked, up to the present, 
by rival leadership and extreme divisiveness. Many people 
derive comfort from this fact, contending that the number 
and disunity of these forces lessen their menace. Others 
feel that the high degree of competition among these pro- 
moters secures for them considerable public attention, 
augmenting the danger that many gullible and ignorant 
people will be attracted to them. 

The intent of this article is not to give free publicity to 
anyone organizing antagonism. Attention must be called 
to the fact, however, that a small number of the organiza- 
tions engaged in this activity have the term “Christian” 
appearing in their names. In fact, the comprehensive 
account given by Stanley High under the caption “Star 
Spangled Fascists,” in the Saturday Evening Post, (Phila- 
delphia) for May 27, 1939, mentions seven groups as 
having “a strictly evangelical front.” Responsible church 
leaders, however, as we later indicate, do not regard these 
activities as “Christian.” 


Some TESTts AND OBSERVATIONS 


Is anti-Semitism definitely on the increase? No wide- 
spread tests of opinion have been made. As noted in this 
Service for April 15, the magazine Fortune, in publish- 
ing its survey of opinion for April, 1939, found that one 
third of the persons replying to its test questions thought 
that anti-Semitism was growing, while 45.7 per cent 
thought it was not and about one fifth were uncertain. 
Fortune reported that since November, 1938, there had 
been a decided increase in the number of those in doubt, 
but practically no difference in the proportion of those 
who thought it was growing. It was found, however, that 
in cities of more than 25,000 a majority thought anti- 
Semitism was increasing. Such tests are, of course, based 
on samples, and may not furnish conclusive evidence. 


No very precise statement can be made as to whether 
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the American people generally are becoming more intol- 
erant or more appreciative of the various groups in our 
communities, The general consensus among the informed 
persons consulted in the preparation of this manuscript, 
including Jewish leaders, is that as yet there is no cause 
for alarm as one surveys the anti-Semitic movements. The 
United States is not Germany! On the other hand, it 
seems clear that we have here and now among us a group 
of skillful propagandists and fanatics who are a potential 
threat to democracy and to religion. It would therefore 
seem to be the part of wisdom to be aware of what is going 
on, to be vigilant in regard to the dangers, and also to con- 
duct positive programs to combat them. 


THE PREVALENT TECHNIQUES 

What are the prevalent techniques? The bulletin issued 
on January 1, 1939, by the Institute for Propaganda 
Analysis, 130 Morningside Drive, New York, N. Y., was 
devoted to a description of the methods used in the United 
States by the fascist and anti-Semitic forces attacking de- 
mocracy, based mainly on material furnished by Rev. L. 
M. Birkhead, Unitarian minister of Kansas City, Mo., who 
recently initiated a new organization, The Friends of De- 
mocracy. (Single copies 25 cents each; yearly subscrip- 
tion $2.00.) An earlier issue, published May, 1938, dealt 
with The Propaganda Techniques of German Fascism. In 
these numbers are mentioned such well-known propaganda 
techniques as spell-binding, emotional meetings, loose 
promises, circuses, banners, slogans, name-calling, glitter- 
ing generalities, etc., calculated to stir hate, fear, hope and 
pride. Throughout all of this run the cries of “Jew” and 
“Communist.” The aim is to make the words “Jew” and 
“Communist” appear to be odious so that people will 
shrink from anything or anybody to which they may be 
attached. The Jew-baiters blame the Jew for every war, 
every disaster, every difficulty. “World Jewry” is alleged 
to be plotting the destruction of civilization. 

Numerous illustrations are given by the Institute of the 
most nefarious tactics. One anti-Semitic weekly published 
the name of Dorothy Thompson as Dorothy Thompson 
Levy. The same journal “proved” that Alfred M. Lan- 
don was a Jew by stating that the M stood for Mossman, 
which was presented as conclusive evidence. 

Where does the money come from? Stanley High says, 
in the article previously cited, that this is still problematic. 
He says that some of our American fascists profess to have 
“lucrative connections,” but that strenuous efforts are 
made to collect sums in small amounts from large numbers 
of people. He also says that the several organizations 
that have a direct tie with the Nazis in Germany are be- 
lieved to receive subsidies from there, the funds being 
smuggled in by persons travelling on German ships. A 
good deal of the money must be required to pay printers 
for the voluminous literature now being circulated. Mr. 
High reports that he accumulated 250 books, pamphlets, 
leaflets and periodicals. 


Favorites” 

Brief mention only may be made of a few “old favor- 
ites” of the anti-Semitic propagandists, found in current 
literature. 

1. That Benjamin Franklin was anti-Semitic and deliv- 
ered an address against the Jews in the Constitutional 
Convention of the United States. Carl Van Doren, latest 
Franklin biographer, calls this text “an impudent forgery, 
maliciously circulated.” James M. Stifler, secretary of 
the University of Chicago, a student of Franklin’s life, says 
it is “a barefaced forgery.” 
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2. A document entitled “Protocols of the Elders of 
Zion,” purporting to be the minutes of a secret Zionist 
Congress aiming at the overthrow of Christian civilization, 
is being quoted. This text was republished in 1919 in 
Germany as part of an anti-Semitic movement. In 1921 
the London Times proved it to be a forgery, the work of a 
former member of the secret police of old Russia. (See 
Encyclopedia Britannica, Vol. 2, 1937, p. 78.) A Swiss 
court has pronounced the document a falsehood. 

3. The Talmud is alleged to be anti-Christian in spirit 
and to justify grossly unethical conduct. The Talmud 
means primarily teaching, consists of a vast compilation 
of the Oral Law of the Jews, with rabbinical commen- 
taries, and is the accepted authority for Orthodox Jews. 
It may be definitely stated that the Christian scholars who 
have carefully studied the Talmud find it generally not to 
be anti-Christian, and indeed, among some writers, there 
is noted an appreciation of Christianity. The morality 
taught in the Talmud is declared to be of the same charac- 
ter as is inculcated in the Old Testament. 


FacruaL Data Arout AMERICAN JEWS 


What are the facts about Jewish influence on American 
economic and social life? The most extensive collection 
of reliable material on this point was made by the editors 
of Fortune magazine in 1936. (The report was later pub- 
lished in book form under the title Jews in America by 
Random House, New York, at $1.00 a copy.) Nothing 
like it has been issued since that time and the general 
situation is believed by competent students to be about 
what the editors declared it to be then. The material ap- 
pearing in that report is summarized below. 

The report opens with recognition that developments 
in Europe, particularly the Nazi persecution in Germany, 
have shocked the American Jewish community. This in- 
creasing apprehensiveness and fear have become impor- 
tant phenomena of our social life. It is declared to be im- 
portant to non-Jews as well as to Jews, particularly when 
the primitive emotions of men are being deliberately ex- 
ploited to advance fascism. “The connection between 
fascism and Jew-hatred is not accidental.” Fascism has 
nothing for sale but dictatorship and no selling point but 
the need for force. Thus it requires civil riots to adver- 
tise its goods and some civil triumph to make the sale. 
Jew-hatred, as the Nazis have proved, does very well as an 
excuse for the use of force and victimizing Jews is made 
to appear a civil triumph. ‘Consequently any man who 
loathes fascism will fear anti-Semitism.” The editors of 
Fortune were not dealing with the latent prejudice against 
Jews which is “a common phenomenon in history,” but 
rather with the deliberately incited racial propaganda being 
carried on by agitators in the United States imitating the 
German methods. At that time (1936), the editors con- 
cluded, ‘“‘current American anti-Semitism is feeble.” 

The survey considered the factual ground for expressed 
fears of Jewish domination in American life. The Jewish 
birth rate, like the birth rates of most other groups, has 
fallen. One report for Jews in New York in 1932 gives 
their birth rate at 17.5 per 1,000 population, as compared 
with 16.5 for non-Jews, this slight difference being probably 
explained by the fact that about half the Jews living in the 
city were still first generation immigrants who have a 
higher birth rate than is general in the population. The 
number of Jews, it is true, has increased in the United 
States at a very rapid rate if one considers 1800 as com- 
pared with 1930. One reason for this rapid increase was 
the fall in the death rate, chiefly the infant death rate. 
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Since immigration into the United States is now greatly 
restricted, and since the Jewish birth rate is about the same 
as that found in most other groups, there would appear 
to be no ground for anti-Semitic propaganda based upon 
any increase in numbers. 


Do Jews Monopolize Economic Opportunity? 


The next question, more fundamental, is whether there 
are facts to support the charge that Jews are monopolizing 
or are likely to monopolize economic opportunity in the 
United States. Do Jews dominate industry and banking, 
as is sometimes alleged? (In this connection an important 
point, not stressed in the Fortune survey, should be noted. 
The survey refers solely to the participation of Jewish 
individuals in American business. What the survey does 
not make explicit is that Jewish individuals have diverse 
opinions on many of the great economic and community 
issues, in the same way as, let us say, American Protes- 
tants. Every informed person knows that the American 
Jewish community, far from being united on most issues, 
is actually divided on them. There are, for example, 
three branches of organized Judaism.) There are about 
4,500,000 American Jews. The great mass of these people 
like the great mass of non-Jews, is made up of workers in 
industry and trade. Nevertheless, it is a matter of com- 
mon observation that Jews are concentrated in cities. The 
reasons for this condition are to be found in the Middle 
Ages when economic opportunity for Jews was greatly 
restricted. Nearly half of the Jews in the United States 
live in New York, where about 30 per cent of the popula- 
tion is Jewish. 

It may be very definitely stated that the Jews do not 
run banking in the United States. “They play little or no 
part in the great commercial [banking] houses.” Further- 
more, the banking houses in New York that are known 
as Jewish are by no means exclusively controlled by Jews. 
A partner in one of them is a Virginian—‘ a member of 
the proudest family in the Virginia tidewater.” 

Estimates indicated that of 1,375 members of the New 
York Stock Exchange, about 18 per cent were Jews. “The 
absence of Jews in the insurance business is noteworthy.” 
In New York, however, about half of the important insur- 
ance selling agencies are Jewish. Jews have an incon- 
spicuous place in heavy industry. “The coal industry is 
almost entirely non-Jewish. . . . Rubber is another non- 
Jewish industry. . . . Shipping and transportation are 
equally non-Jewish.” To find Jewish participation in 
industry it is necessary to turn to light industry, and there 
to turn from the manufacturing to the distributing end. In 
an entire group of industries such as wool, silk, cotton and 
rayon weaving, the Jewish interest in production is rela- 
tively small but in these lines the Jewish interest im dis- 
tribution is very large. About half of the sales agents and 
jobbers in wool, about three fourths of the silk converters 
and three fourths of the cotton converters are Jews. In 
the underwear and dress trades using rayon, 80 to 90 per 
cent are Jews. “Only in the traditional Jewish bailiwick 
of the clothing industry can any claim for a Jewish monop- 
oly be made.” About 85 per cent of the men’s clothing, 95 
per cent of the women’s dress industry, about 95 per cent 
of furs and almost the whole wearing apparel business are 
in Jewish hands, with residents of New York predominat- 
ing in ownership throughout the nation. The clothing 
business is thus the “spectacularly outstanding exception” 
to a generalization that Jewish industrial interests are gen- 
erally in the minority. They are very important in the 
tobacco buying business and control three out of the four 
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leading cigar manufacturing concerns. But in cigarettes 
they number but one out of four large manufacturers. 

What about retail trade? Participation of Jewish in- 
dividuals is most extensive in New York where the de- 
partment stores are largely Jewish owned. In the North- 
eastern cities Jews are well represented in department 
stores. As one moves west the relative importance of 
Jewish stores decreases. About 95 per cent of the depart- 
ment store chains, including the lower priced chains known 
as the “Five and Ten’s,” are non-Jewish. In the food and 
grocery field at least 95 per cent are non-Jewish. In the 
mail order field one of the two largest houses is definitely 
not Jewish while another, which has had Jewish owner- 
ship, is now managed by non-Jews. “By and large, then, 
the case for Jewish control of American industry falls 
pretty flat.” 


The Agencies of Public Opinion 


But what about Jewish control of agencies of opinion, 
such as newspapers, magazines, radio, the motion picture, 
the theatre? This is one of the points stressed by the 
anti-Semites, and one hears that Jewish opinion dominates 
public opinion in the United States. But in the news- 
paper field the facts point in the contrary direction. In 
this vast field of enterprise there are only four important 
Jewish newspaper publishing houses which own chains 
of papers. In magazine ownership they are even less im- 
portant. Of about 200 large advertising agencies only six 
are Jewish. 


In the New York theatre about half the producers are 
non-Jewish. Of the two large broadcasting chains, one is 
under control of Jews. Considering radio stations outside 
of New York, the vast majority are non-Jewish. 

“The movies, however, are the chief point of anti-Semi- 
tic reliance. And there a persuasive case may be made. 
The Jews were the first exhibitors of movies because the 
early movie theatres could be operated with little capital : 
They were commonly empty stores with folding chairs for 
seats and a derelict piano. Large returns in such ven- 
tures tempted them into production. . . . That certain of 
the Jewish producers were men whose influence upon the 
popular taste was unfortunate no one, and least of all the 
cultivated Jew, will deny. . . . Today Jewish control of 
the great moving picture companies is less than monopo- 
listic.” Three of the eight principal companies are owned 
and controlled by Jews. Two are probably controlled and 
owned by non-Jews and in three the management and 
ownership are divided. “But though Jews do not monop- 
olize the industry moneywise they do nevertheless exert 
pretty complete control over the production of pictures. 
. .. Of 85 names engaged in production either as execu- 
tives in production, producers, or associate producers (in- 
cluding independents) 53 are Jews. And the Jewish ad- 
vantage holds in prestige as well as in numbers.” 

Reviewing the commercial agencies influencing public 
opinion, as a whole, the editors of Fortune concluded that 
they are not predominantly Jewish. 


The Law and Medicine 


What about the professions, particularly law and medi- 
cine? The anti-Semites claim that Jews are crowding out 
the rest of the population in these two professions. Here 
the situation in New York must be considered separately 
from the rest of the country. At least one third of the 
doctors in New York are Jews and about one third to one 
half of the lawyers. But one third of the population in 
New York is Jewish. The most important office law 
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businesses are in the hands of non-Jewish firms. Jewish 
legal activity is found most commonly in the bankruptcy 
courts, real estate law, negligence, divorce, collections and 
litigation in general. In other words, Jews are to be found 
in those branches of the law that generally do not interest 
non-Jewish lawyers, or in the branches related to commer- 
cial activities such as real estate, textiles, where Jews are 
very active. Thus the importance of Jews in trial work 
becomes significant. They are found in the courts trying 
cases more frequently than non-Jewish lawyers. One rea- 
son for this condition is that non-Jewish lawyers prefer 
the routine of office practice. 

In medicine, in spite of the large number of Jewish doc- 
tors, hospital medical boards in New York are apt to be 
controlled by non-Jewish doctors, and Jews and non-Jews 
are frequently found as colleagues on those boards. Never- 
theless, the editors of Fortune report that the feeling be- 
tween Jews and non-Jews is much stronger in medicine 
than in the law. This appears to be due to competition be- 
tween Jews and non-Jews to enter medical schools. It is 
stated that about 14,000 men and women attempt annually 
to enter the 76 medical schools of the highest standing in 
the United States. Of those applying about 50 per cent 
are Jews. Of those admitted about 17 per cent are Jews. 
Jewish doctors point to these figures as proof of discrim- 
ination against them, while non-Jewish doctors allege that 
these figures are proof of the danger of Jewish aggressive- 
ness and commercialism in the professicen. “The truth 
seems to be that medicine is merely the most obvious point 
of collision between forces set in motion by the peculiar 
development of Jewish life in America. Given the desire 
of Jews to see their sons in the learned professions, and 
given their urbanization and hence their access to free col- 
lege education, and given the assiduity of Jewish children, 
a clash was inevitable.” 


Politics and Government 


What about politics and government, the Roosevelt Ad- 
ministration in particular? What about Jewish partici- 
pation in Communist movements. (The anti-Semites are 
concentrating their attention at this point in 1939.) For- 
tune concluded that “Jewish influence in Mr. Roosevelt’s 
Washington is minor. Attempts to make it seem important 
rest on misrepresentations and no amount of political whis- 
pering can change that fact.” (The writer of this report 
has written two books about the New Deal and claims 
some acquaintance with the Roosevelt Administration. He 
is able to state that his acquaintances among Jewish in- 
dividuals in the Administration, including a few in high 
places, are able and honorable men. It is, of course, well 
known to fair-minded American people that some of the 
Jews in Washington are among the most distinguished of 
American citizens. Whatever else may be said about 
President Roosevelt, people frequently remark about his 
ability to be sensitive to varied interests. Mr. Roosevelt, 
as President of all the people of the United States, has 
shown a commendable interest in the minorities found in 
our population. But any informed person moving in and 
out of Washington cannot fail to be impressed that all but 
a very small number of government employes, in high 
places and low, are non-Jewish.) 

With regard to communism, the editors of Fortune 
estimated in 1936 that, at the most, about 15 per cent of 
the 27,000 Communist Party members in the nation were 
Jews. This degree of participation is explained mainly by 
the fact that Jews are urban and largely concentrated in 
New York, and the fact that radical movements likewise 


are urban and largely concentrated in New York. It must 
also be recognized that Marxism has made an appeal to 
some Jewish intellectuals. But throughout the country as 
a whole Communist Party leaders tend to be non-Jewish. 
For one intellectual revolutionary Jew there are literally 
thousands of Jewish capitalists, shop keepers, traders and 
the like who are as much opposed to communism as most 
middle-class Americans. 

“Jews do not dominate the American scene. They do 
not even dominate major sectors of the American scene. 
They do, however, monopolize certain minor provinces.” 
The concentration of Jews in a few cities and in a few in- 
dustries accounts for some of the fear on the part of the 
uninformed. Ifthe Jews were evenly scattered throughout 
American communities, their presence as Jews would not 
be so noticeable. Thus concludes the Fortune survey. 


Tue CHRISTIAN RESPONSE 


What has been the Christian response to the current 
organized anti-Semitism? During the past few years 
many Christian individuals and agencies, both Catholic 
and Protestant, have spoken vigorously in condemnation 
of the forces and movements here under review. For ex- 
ample, the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church 
in the U. S. A., in session in Cleveland, Ohio, on May 30, 
1939, called upon its ministers and congregations to exert 
their influence “against the whispering campaign of anti- 
Semitism and of hostility toward unfortunate peoples who 
are living under dictatorial governments.” In June 2, 
1939, 550 Catholic, Protestant and Jewish lay and clerical 
leaders joined in an appeal to Americans to repudiate doc- 
trines that promote racial and religious hatred. The pro- 
nouncement was circulated under the auspices of the Na- 
tional Conference of Christians and Jews (300 Fourth 
Avenue, New York), the interfaith organization begun in 
1928, which has had a prominent part in promoting mutual 
understanding among the members of the three large re- 
ligious faiths in the United States. Summing up the 
actions of Christian bodies it may be said in the words of 
Robert A. Ashworth, educational secretary of the National 
Conference, that “unequivocal condemnation of anti- 
Semitism and racism has come from an imposing number 
of Catholic and Protestant sources, both clerical and lay, 
during recent months. Branding anti-Semitism as un- 
Christian, leaders of the two great Christian bodies have 
unreservedly declared themselves, through statement and 
resolution, on the inconsistency of race hatred in a pro- 
fessedly democratic country.” 


Dr. Maurice S. Sheehy, head of the Department of Re- 
ligious Education of the Catholic University, gave in a 
radio broadcast on March 14, 1939, numerous instances in 
which the Popes of the Roman Catholic Church from 
Gregory the Great in 538 to Pope Pius XI had condemned 
“that vicious form of intolerance known as anti-Semitism.” 
Pope Pius XI said that the Apostolic See disapproves of 
“that hatred which is generally termed anti-Semitism.” 
Recently statements against racial intolerance have been 
made by the Catholic College Press Association, the De- 
troit Council of Catholic Organizations, and numerous 
Catholic individuals, including Frank J. Hogan, Washing- 
ton attorney, president of the American Bar Association, 
Rev. Daniel A. Lord, editor of Queen’s Work, a Jesuit 
periodical, Msgr. John A. Ryan of the Catholic University, 
director of the Department of Social Action of the Na- 
tional Catholic Welfare Conference. 

In what is believed to have been the first pronouncement 
ever issued by official leaders of the Protestant and Catho- 
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lic faiths on a subject of world interest, religious and racial 
persecution was vigorously denounced. This statement, 
issued in December, 1938, was signed by the Most Rev. 
Edward Mooney, chairman of the administrative board of 
the National Catholic Welfare Conference, Dr. George A. 
Buttrick, president of the Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ in America, the Rt. Rev. Henry St. George 
Tucker, presiding Bishop of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, and officials of the Southern Baptist Convention 
and the Presbyterian Church in the U.S. The statement 
included the following sentences: “Racial conflicts are 
ever prone to produce lamentably unjust consequences. 
It is pertinent then to remind ourselves and others of the 
inexorable justice of the God whom we worship and whose 
creatures all men are.” 

One of the most significant denunciations of anti-Semi- 
tism and racism was the declaration of the Oxford Con- 
ference of 1937, attended by delegates from practically 
all non-Roman churches throughout the world. This state 
ment declared: “The existence of different races is full 
of possibility for the enrichment of human life. All races 
share alike in God’s concern. Racial pride and exploita- 
tion of other races is sin. Against these the Christian 
Church the world over must set its face implacably and 
utter its word unequivocally. Moreover, its first responsi- 
bility is to demonstrate within its own life the true com- 
munity spirit. Discrimination of races or color can on no 
possible pretext have place within its life if it be true to 
Christ. 

“There is therefore laid upon every delegate at this 
World Conference the duty of leading the Christian Church 
in all lands to foster a spirit of solidarity and cooperation, 
so that all divisions which now disrupt the family of man- 
kind may be healed. Every national church, every local 
congregation, every individual Christian must work for 
this. The spirit which has found expression here at 
Oxford must become an integral part of the life of the 
world.” 

The biennial meeting of the Federal Council of the 
Churches of Christ in America, held in Buffalo, N. Y., in 
December, 1938, passed resolutions calling for a “united 
effort to combat anti-Semitism in North America.” It 
declared anti-Semitism “to be a plain denial of the spirit 
of our Lord” and urged the Christian Church to “set its 
face implacably against racial pride and exploitation of 
other races.” The National Lutheran Council, in January, 
1939, adopted a resolution condemning persecution of Jews. 
Somewhat similar resolutions were passed by the Women’s 
Auxiliary of the Protestant Episcopal Church in December, 
1938, the trustees of the United Christian Missionary 
Society of the Disciples of Christ in March, 1939, the 
Northern Baptist Convention in June, 1938. Early in 
1938 the Greater New York Federation of Churches re- 
leased a statement signed by 177 clergymen of 24 Protes- 
tant denominations calling upon the Christian people “to 
guard their hearts, their minds, their lips, their hands, 
their emotions, thoughts, words or deeds, that partake of 
the sin of anti-Semitism.” Many other local Protestant 
groups have forcefully denounced racial or religious in- 
tolerance. Other illustrations are cited in the mimeo- 
graphed paper entitled “Christians Condemn Anti-Semi- 
tism” by Dr. Ashworth. 

Marked interest has been shown by Protestants and 
Catholics in the Interfaith Movement, particularly the Na- 
tional Conference of Christians and Jews, of which Dr. 
Everett R. Clinchy, a Presbyterian clergyman, is the direc- 
tor. Through this one organization alone, 25,000 interfaith 
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seminars, conferences, round tables, mass meetings, etc., 
have been held throughout the United States since 1928. 
This one achievement has been cited as “miracle enough.” 
Certainly it is evidence that the Christian forces of the 
nation have been active and have been zealous that the 
promoters of misunderstanding shall not “have all the 
headlines.” The National Conference of Christians and 
Jews is maintaining the Religious News Service, a syndi- 
cate which sends to its 200 subscribing newspapers and 
periodicals news about Catholic, Protestant and Jewish 
activities. This syndicate has been described as the most 
important development in religious journalism during the 
past generation. As recently as eight years ago most 
religious leaders would probably have believed an inter- 
faith news service to be impossible. There is definite col- 
laboration among the leaders of the faiths, not only through 
the National Conference of Christians and Jews, but 
through other significant interfaith organizations. Both 
the Catholic and the Protestant press are generally showing 
an alertness in regard to the issue of anti-Semitism and an 
attitude of firm opposition to its manifestations. Several 
glaring exceptions might easily be cited, but here again it 
will be the practice of this Department not to give any free 
publicity to any agency promoting hatred. 


Wuat FurtTHER ProGRAM? 


What more should be done? If a man is fomenting in- 
tolerance by means of radio speeches, should the forces 
working for understanding put forward a man to combat 
him? Should anti-Semitic propaganda be answered by 
counter-propaganda? What is the strategy for the church 
and for educational institutions? Among the people very 
much concerned about the matter who were consulted in 
the preparation of this article the following ideas emerged : 

1. One of the most effective ways of dealing with the 
present anti-Semitic propaganda is simply to reveal its 
relation to the Nazi methods; especially to show the ex- 
tent to which ideas and even words have been copied. At 
this writing the Hitler movement seems to have very few 
friends in the United States. 

2. Intolerance cannot be overcome by intolerance. 
Careful, positive education by many agencies promises to 
make itself felt and to insure that fascism and organized 
anti-Semitism may be effectively dealt with in the United 
States. Much that is going on in school and in church, 
of course, receives no publicity. It is too commonplace. 
The American press has the tradition of dealing with the 
unusual. But the day-by-day programs of our institutions 
do not go unrewarded. 

3. A new responsibility rests upon all alert, socially 
minded citizens to help make democracy work in the 
United States, particularly to extend economic democracy, 
promote social security, secure reemployment, etc. Hungry 
men and women are the most likely to become the prey 
of unscrupulous agitators. People frustrated by an intoler- 
able economic situation and haunted by insecurity might 
easily turn to the first American Hitler who offers them 
wild promises. The promotion of economic justice should 
do much to silence the anti-Semitic organizer. 

4. There is need for continuous attention to this issue 
on the part of the religious press, the church schools and 
religious organizations. Many Christian individuals have 
spoken up loudly and promptly. Important resolutions 
have been passed. But there is as yet no adequate program 
of Christian education dealing with anti-Semitism. The 
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study materials available are meager. Much popular edu- 
cation in regard to fruitful interfaith relations is needed 
day by day. An adequate basis needs to be provided for 
church and community educational programs. The Chris- 
tian churches are called upon to make their own distinc- 
tive contribution by influencing the attitudes of their own 
members, by constant effort to the end that there shall 
be no anti-Semitism in the Christian Church and in the 
American community. 
B. 
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